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be described in this manner because we know that oppression
proves the ignorance of its author or his need.' And if he
then says, ' Indeed, you do not answer the question asked
of you regarding the evidence of the occurrence of oppres-
sion and lies through him who is ignorant and needy, either
by yes or no/ we say, ' So you say'." These leaders of the
Kadariyah oi our age acknowledge their inability, and the
inability of their predecessors, to answer this question. If
they should succeed in finding out the truth about it, they
would accept the view of our followers that Allah has
power over everything subject to power, and that every-
thing which is subject to- his power, if it comes from him, is
not tyrannical on his part. And if they consider it impos-
sible for him to lie, as our companions did, they would
escape from the conclusions which were advanced against
them in this matter. One of the excuses given by al-Jubba'I
for not being able to answer this question by yes or no was
something like this: If someone were to say: Tell me
about the Prophet, if he lied, would that be or would it not
be a proof that he was not a prophet ? He claimed that the
answer to this was impossible. This is private guess on his
part. As for the Sunnites, they hold to the principle that
the prophet was free from lying and oppression, and had
no power to perform them. And the Mu'tazilah, aside from
al-Nazzam and al-Aswan, ascribed to Allah the power to
oppress and lie. And they had to find an answer for the
question of him who asked them about the occurrence of
those things subject to his power that came from them
(lying and oppression) if they were a proof of ignorance
and need or not, by yes or no. Whoever of them tries to
answer this, belies their principles in his answer. And'
praise be to Allah who saved us from this heresy of theirs
which leads to such contradictions.
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